
           

 

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS AGENDA
Thursday, December 6, 2012

6:30 p.m.

Coon Rapids City Center

Council Chambers

           

Call to Order
 

Roll Call
 

Adopt Agenda
 

Approval of Minutes from Previous Meeting
 

New Business
 

1. Appeal of Hearing Examiner Decision, Case 12-44V, Scott Nellis, 10320 Grouse St
 

Other Business
 

Adjourn
 

  

  



   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session             

Meeting Date: 12/06/2012  

SUBJECT: Approval of Minutes from Previous Meeting

Attachments

November 1, 2012 Minutes



 

COON RAPIDS BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS MEETING MINUTES OF 

NOVEMBER 1, 2012 

The regular meeting of the Coon Rapids Board of Adjustment and Appeals was called to order 

by Chairman Wessling at 6:30 p.m. on Thursday, November 1, 2012, in the Council Chambers. 

 

Members Present: Chairman Gary Wessling, Commissioners Jeanette Rosand, 

Teri Spano-Madden and Trish Thorup 

 

Members Absent:  Commissioner Vande Linde 

 

Staff Present: Housing and Zoning Coordinator Cheryl Bennett, Assistant City Attorney 

Melissa Westervelt, Neighborhood Coordinator Kristen DeGrande and 

Coon Rapids Police Officer Coffee 

 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairman Wessling called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. 

 

APPROVAL OF THE AUGUST 2, 2012, MEETING MINUTES 

 

Commissioner Thorup requested the following corrections: 

Page 2, third paragraph: "…as they worked to prepare the house…" 

Page 4, seventh paragraph: "Ms. MaloneMelloy stated that the cost for removing…" 

Page 5, fourth paragraph: "…comparison to Ms. Malone'sMelloy's pictures…" 

 

Commissioner Rosand requested the following corrections:  

Page 5, first paragraph: "…e-mail confirming that the property was complaintcompliant is…” 

Page 11, first paragraph: "…was not able to go to the DMV until the June 9." 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER  ROSAND, TO 

APPROVE THE AUGUST 2, 2012, MEETING MINUTES AS AMENDED.  THE MOTION 

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

Assistant City Attorney Westervelt reviewed guidelines for the meeting in which the Board will 

hear objections to miscellaneous assessments.  She reviewed that after hearing an objection the 

Board will make recommendation to City Council to either affirm, rescind or modify the 

assessment.  She explained the process will be that the Board first hears from staff followed by 

the petitioner.  She explained that the Board would discuss the matter and make a decision.  She 

noted that this meeting addresses objections to a special assessment and is not to appeal the 

underlying citation.  She stated that the Board has read the written objections submitted and 

therefore the property owner’s presentation to the Board will be limited to five minutes.  She 

asked that comments be directed to the Chairman and that petitioners step up to the podium to be 

heard. 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the agenda to determine the petitioners present.  He announced 

cases will be heard first for those present. 
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1. CASE 12-30V – TIFFANY BRESKE – 10748 FLORA STREET – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION  (AGENDA ITEM 4) 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case. He asked for staff comment. 

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande summarized that there are two citations for long grass.  

She explained that in June and August the property was posted for long grass.  She explained that 

the property owner was compliant and mowed before each deadline.  She explained that there is 

a $150 penalty for the second posting during the same season. 

 

Chairman Wessling confirmed that there is no objection to the original citations on file.  He 

reviewed that there was long grass, which was mowed.  He stated that the second citation was for 

weeds.  He asked if the weeds were growing at the time of the inspection for the first citation and 

if the weeds should have been included in the first citation.  Neighborhood Coordinator 

DeGrande stated that she is going off the inspector’s report, which does not identify whether the 

weeds were there at the time of the first citation. 

 

Tiffany Breske of 10748 Flora Street, explained that her complaint does not involve the first 

citation.  She noted that her written objection does not relate to that citation.  She added that her 

September 28
th

 assessment notice did not mention it being a second violation during a growing 

season.  She explained that only the September 5 date is mentioned which is why her objection 

only references this date.  She stated that she is present to clarify this.   She acknowledged that 

the first citation was for long grass, which she mowed.  She reviewed that the second citation 

was for buckthorn, which she also addressed.  She commented that she was not aware that this 

plant was a weed.  She explained that she moved into the home at the beginning of March. She 

commented that she believes there are two issues. 

 

Chairman Wessling asked if the weeds were there from the spring.  Ms. Breske commented that 

the plant was there when she purchased the home.  She believed it was a berry bush and 

explained that she was unaware of what buckthorn was prior to calling the city for clarification.   

 

Chairman Wessling stated that buckthorn likely was growing when the first citation was issued.  

He explained that if this was noted on the first citation, the second citation would have not been 

issued.  He added that the property owner acted to address the first citation. 

 

The consensus of the Commission was that the weed was likely there at the time of the first 

citation and can be hard to identify as a weed. 

 

Chairman Wessling suggested removing the $150 penalty. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, IN 

CASE 12-30V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 

CITY COUNCIL RESCIND THE $150 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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2. CASE 12-31V – RICHARD PFIFFNER – 10960 FOLEY BOULEVARD – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 5) 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked for staff comment. 

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed that this issue results from a series of citations 

for expired vehicle tabs and an excessive use charge from activity last fall. 

 

Chairman Wessling confirmed that the vehicle registration is currently in compliance. 

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande confirmed that as of August 1 the tabs are in compliance, 

resulting in a charge of half the amount for the last administrative citation. 

 

Chairman Wessling confirmed that no objection is on file for the underlying citations.  

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande confirmed that there had not been communication from 

the property owner prior to administration of the assessment. 

 

Richard Pfiffner, 2221 Boxwood Ave, St. Paul, Minnesota, stated that he first received notice 

when the assessment was issued.  He noted that he took care of it as soon as he became aware.  

He reported coming to the city offices to speak with the assessor.  He stated that he understood 

his address to be the same as on the rental license.  He reported that the assessor explained that 

the address of record is obtained from county records and that it can only be updated at the 

county offices.  He explained that the notices were sent to the renter at the property.  He noted 

that he has changed his address information with the county.  He stated that he finds out directly 

about any issues with a water bill. 

 

Heather Honeycutt-Wyne, 10960 Foley Boulevard, explained she is the tenant and owns the van, 

which was missing tabs.  She reported she had not received a notice either.  She reported that 

while she was obtaining her marriage license, she asked whether tabs were needed for a vehicle 

that is not running and was told by that office it was not necessary. 

 

Mr. Pfiffner commented that Housing Inspector Michelle Posch was at the property a few 

months earlier to update his rental license. 

 

Ms. Honeycutt-Wyne commented that neither one of them received notification regarding 

anything.  She asked what posting means.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed that 

long grass violations are posted on the property. She commented that the violation is sent to the 

occupant of the house and to the taxpayer of record.  She confirmed that it is sent according to 

the address on file with Anoka County for tax records. 

 

Ms. Honeycutt-Wyne reviewed that she was collecting mail for the property owner that was 

addressed to Mr. Pfiffner.  She confirmed she held the mail for a long time. 

 

Chairman Wessling inquired about forwarding mail.  Ms. Honeycutt-Wyne initially stated that 

she did not have the forwarding address, but then agreed the address was on the rental license. 

 

Commissioner Rosand asked whether the rental license is current.  Neighborhood Coordinator 

DeGrande confirmed that it is current. 
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Chairman Wessling asked about the address on file.  Mr. Pfiffner reported that his address was 

not updated at the county, which he has followed through on and updated at this point.  He 

commented that the city inspector had been at the property. 

 

Commissioner Rosand reviewed that the rental license agreement should note that a change is 

needed on the county property records.  She suggested that a property owner may expect that if 

one department has an address, it is shared with another.  She suggested that a property owner 

should expect their tenant to forward information in a timely manner.  Commissioner Thorup 

commented that three communications were sent within 30 days. 

 

Chairman Wessling stated that this is an issue between the tenant and the property owner. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, IN 

CASE 12-31V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 

CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $1,650 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

3. CASE 12-33V – ALEKSANDR AND ERIKA PERZHU – 12362 THRUSH STREET – 

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 7 ) 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case. Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande 

reviewed that this charge is for long grass.  She reported that part of the grass had been cut on 

reinspection.  She explained that upon arrival the next day by the contractor the entire yard had 

been cut but it was not cut by the time it was reinspected. 

 

Chairman Wessling asked whether an objection was filed by the property owner.  Neighborhood 

Coordinator DeGrande reviewed that one was not filed. 

 

Erika Perzhu, 12362 Thrush Street, stated that an objection was filed.  She explained that her 

husband has handed the citation and she is not sure if he was aware of instructions on the 

citation.  She commented that she typically does paperwork for her husband and she was 

unaware to file an appeal.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that directions are 

attached. 

 

Housing and Zoning Coordinator Bennett commented that objections to citations come through 

her office and that none was received in this case. 

 

Ms. Perzhu noted that they had been in Washington for two weeks and when they came home, it 

was very rainy.  She reported that the only day her husband can mow, due to his work schedule, 

is Saturday.  She explained that it was raining so they were unable to complete the backyard 

mowing the same day.  She stated they have not received a previous citation.  She reported that 

her husband stated to her that the inspector measured the grass under the pine trees.  She added 

that this is an area that is not mowed as it is under trees.  Chairman Wessling commented that the 

inspector's picture does not show pine trees. 
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Commissioner Rosand asked if the reinspection schedules are adjusted during a week with a lot 

of rain.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande commented that when the property is posted 

seven days are given and reinspection occurs on the eighth day.  She noted that a call can be 

made to the city to ask for an extension.  Instructions would be given to fill out the form. 

 

Ms. Perzhu commented that the citation does not notify them that a call can be made but only 

refers to writing a letter.  She added that they would have called if it was in the instructions.  She 

commented that it takes three days for mail to be received and it would have been late.  She 

explained that they completed the yard later in the day after the inspector came. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-

MADDEN, IN CASE 12-33V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 

RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $300 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS 

ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

4. CASE 12-36V – JACOB AND LINDSEY MCCARTY – 10360 TAMARACK STREET 

– SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 10) 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked for staff comment.  

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated the citation is for long grass.  She reviewed that the 

inspectors were at the property in August and on reinspection found the grass had not been cut.  

The mowing crew cut the grass at the property. 

 

Jacob McCarty, 10360 Tamarack Street, stated that his letter to the city was written with the 

misunderstanding that the citation concerned the area surrounding the meter.  He commented that 

he leaves the grass long by his meter to train his hunting dog but that the area in front of the 

house is maintained.  He stated that he misunderstood the notice.  He expressed concern about 

the contractor’s time listed on the photos and asked if the time taken to mow defines the fee.  He 

noted that the time stamp on the photo shows the mowing end time is earlier than the start time 

of the mowing.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande indicated that the charge is the same 

regardless of the amount of time taken to mow by the contractor. 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed that the notification is clear and if there was a misunderstanding 

staff should have been contacted.  He explained that only part of the mowing was completed 

prior to reinspection. 

  

Commissioner Spano-Madden stated that she understood what the homeowner was doing but 

that it is not allowed.  She suggested the homeowner contact staff. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, IN 

CASE 12-36V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 

CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $300 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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5. CASE 12-38V – JON H. BADEN – 10261 PALM STREET – SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 

OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 12) 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked for staff comment. 

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that a variety of citations were issued for expired 

tabs, parking off pavement, an inoperable vehicle and illegal exterior storage of items.  She 

reviewed that second and third citations were issued when these items were not addressed.  She 

added that at the end of August, the property was found to be compliant. 

 

Chairman Wessling confirmed that the citations were mailed to the property owner.  

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande confirmed that the letters were mailed to the property 

owner.  She stated that the mailing address was not an issue. 

 

Housing and Zoning Coordinator Bennett referred the Board to the staff recommendation to 

reduce the amount of the pending assessment from $2,100 to $1,800. 

 

Commissioner Rosand referred to the second paragraph in the background under considerations 

and asked about why the citation was not issued following the inspection on July 13 to 

investigate conditions.  She also commented about the property owner contacting the inspector 

on August 7 and the reinspection being rescheduled for August 20
th

.  Neighborhood Coordinator 

DeGrande stated that on July 13 staff wanted to be sure the client did not have the items only on 

the property for a day from cleaning the garage or some other specific activity.  She stated that is 

why staff returned to the property and, upon finding the items remaining, and issued the citation.  

She explained that often when the inspector goes to the property, the homeowner is not outside, 

which would give staff the opportunity to discuss the reinspection date.  Commissioner Rosand 

requested confirmation that there is opportunity for a property owner to discuss a reinspection 

date and to request that it be pushed back, when they make contact with the city.  This was 

confirmed by staff. 

 

Jon Baden, 10261 Palm Street, stated that he wrote a letter to complain about the process and 

that he objects to the fee as he was in compliance by August 28.  He added that his property is up 

to code.  He reported that he has been parking off pavement in this location for 34 years. 

 

Chairman Wessling confirmed the property owner received three separate citations. 

 

Mr. Baden commented that after the first citation he called and spoke to Drew Ingvalson.  He 

explained that due to his age it would take a lot of time to complete the removal of the items. He 

stated that some of the items noted were part of a miniature golf course that he set up with his 

grandchildren and that it has now been taken down and removed.  He added that all items were 

addressed but it took more time to get the classic automobile into his garage as it was not 

operable. 

 

Chairman Wessling confirmed that the property owner spoke to the city throughout receiving the 

three citations. 
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Commissioner Rosand inquired about an agreement to have everything done by August 20 but 

the property owner is stating the date of compliance was August 28.  Mr. Baden stated that the 

second letter shows a date of August 28, which is when everything was completed. 

 

Chairman Wessling asked about the timeline.  Housing and Zoning Coordinator Bennett 

reviewed that the compliance with the initial citation was not met which is why a second citation 

was issued.  She noted that once compliance is not met, the fine is imposed and the fine of any 

subsequent citation is doubled.  She stated that upon compliance with an initial citation, the fine 

is waived and upon compliance with a second or subsequent citation, that fine is halved but that 

any previous fines in the matter stand. 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the citation timeline of July 13 for the first inspection of expired 

tabs.  He asked whether the reinspection occurred on July 19, and if the citation had not been 

taken care of. 

 

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed that the inspector first visited the property on 

July 13 and then came back on July 19 to see if he had observed items in a temporary state.  At 

this second visit, the initial citation was issued for code violations including expired tabs, parking 

off pavement and removal of the items in exterior storage. 

 

Chairman Wessling confirmed that on the July 13 the inspector drove by and did not issue a 

citation.  He reviewed that on July 19, the inspector went by the property again and issued a 

citation at that time.  He inquired about the fines at this point.  Neighborhood Coordinator 

DeGrande reviewed that in the packet the three violations are detailed for $300 each. 

 

Chairman Wessling confirmed a citation was issued on the July 19 with a compliance date of 

July 26.  He noted that upon reinspection on the July 27 the items were not cleaned up so the 

inspector issued a citation.  He reviewed that the property owner contacted staff on August 7 

resulting in an agreement of an August 20 reinspection date.  He asked when the second $600 

assessments were applied.  Neighborhood Coordination DeGrande stated that on August 21 the 

second citation was given. This was the day after the reinspection date that was agreed upon with 

the property owner.  She noted this citation regards four violations, one of which is 

recommended for a reduction. 

 

Chairman Wessling stated that the August 28 was the date the inspector expected compliance 

and that the inspector found the property to be in compliance.  He inquired about the total. 

 

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed that the $900 is assessed as the property was not 

in compliance.  She reviewed that the second citation with the August 28 compliance date found 

the property in compliance.  This resulted in only half of that fine being charged. 

 

Housing and Zoning Coordinator Bennett clarified that the violation regarding the boat issued on 

August 21 was an initial citation and should have carried a penalty of $300 only.  She noted that 

because compliance was achieved with the initial citation for this offense, none of the penalty 

was charged. 
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Chairman Wessling reviewed that the total is $1,800.  He reviewed that from August 7, the 

property owner was attempting to work with staff but that it took him until August 28 to come 

into compliance.  He questioned charging a penalty for a car parked in the same location for 

more than 30 years. 

 

Commissioner Rosand reviewed that the penalties from the first citation on July 19 are applied, 

as the property was not brought into compliance.  She noted that those include three assessments 

for $300 each.  She stated that July 26 was the date for compliance of the first citation and upon 

reinspection on July 27, no change was found.  She reviewed that the property owner contacted 

the inspector on August 7.  She stated that this contact was made after the first compliance date. 

 

Commissioner Spano-Madden reviewed that August 20 was the agreed upon compliance date but 

that the property was not in compliance until August 28, a week later. 

 

Chairman Wessling asked for a motion recommending a $900 assessment, as the first three 

citations were not in compliance.  Commissioner Rosand stated that staff has spent a lot of time 

on this property. 

 

Chairman Wessling commented that a city grew up around this property owner and changes have 

been made over time.  He stated that $900 would be fair. 

 

Mr. Baden stated that he finds $900 to be exorbitant as there has been no cost to the city. 

 

Commissioner Rosand added that she supports the $1,800 assessment.  She reviewed that the 

first three penalties of the second citation were cut in half and the fourth penalty was eliminated. 

 

Chairman Wessling stated that upon inspection, cars, including collector cars, with expired tabs 

were found.  He stated that all of the violations were itemized which adds up to a large fine. 

 

Commissioner Rosand noted that a vehicle had not had tabs since 2000.  She stated that in other 

cases, the Board has determined that property owners are responsible to know the City’s 

requirements.  She requested that the Board be consistent in their decisions.   

 

Chairman Wessling added that he would like the citations combined instead of itemizing them 

when several items are found. 

 

Commissioner Spano-Madden stated she would be willing to reduce the second assessment and 

bringing the total down to $1,200. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-MADDEN, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 

THORUP, IN CASE 12-38V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 

RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL REDUCE THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT FROM 

$2,100 TO $1,200. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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6. CASE 12-40V – LISA AND GAMAL METWALY – 341 104
TH

 LANE NW – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 14) 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked for staff comment.  

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed that the $300 special assessment is regarding an 

expired rental license.  She noted that it is due for renewal annually on April 1.  She commented 

that on January 26 the reminder letter was sent out.  She noted that there was no response from 

the property owner.  This resulted in a July 10 administrative citation giving a compliance date 

of July 24.  She reviewed that they did not have a response until after the second citation was 

sent out.  She reviewed that at this point the property was brought into compliance.  The rental 

license is current. 

 

Lisa Metwaly, 7275 130
th

 Street North, Apple Valley, advised she is the property owner for 341 

104
th

 Lane NW.  She suggested that this is a misunderstanding in that they have paid bills 

previously when notification was received.  She added that their mail may have been misdirected 

in their Apple Valley neighborhood where one neighboring property is a rental and another 

vacant.  She commented that could be the reason they did not receive the notification. She stated 

that they always pay their bills on time and have excellent credit.  She added that they stay 

current on city requirements and have taken the rental classes.  She stated that they have never 

had a legal issue before.  She commented that when they received the notice for the $300 fee, she 

sent a payment and dated the envelope July 13.  She noted that the check was not cashed until 

August 16, which is when the second notice was received.  She stated that Michelle Posch 

reported to her that the city was understaffed and there could have been an oversight. 

 

Chairman Wessling asked about the rental license fee amount.  Ms. Metwaly reviewed that it is 

$100, which was paid immediately on July 13 and the check cashed on August 16.  She agreed 

that the check was not dated and acknowledged that she has no explanation for this. 

 

Chairman Wessling confirmed the compliance date.  Ms. Metwaly reviewed that their renewal 

date was April 1.  She added that in previous years their records show they paid about two 

months ahead of time.  She added that they have credit records that indicate they are always very 

timely on payments. 

 

Mr. Metwaly added that he is a first generation American.  He commented that a license amount 

of $100 resulting in a late fee of $300 seems excessive.  He suggested that the fee should relate 

to the license amount. 

 

Commissioner Rosand asked if the correct address for the property owner was used.  

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande confirmed that it was.  She stated that the mail was not 

returned, as it would have been noted.  She reviewed the renewal notice was sent in January.  

She commented that on July 10, the first citation was sent and on July 30, a second citation was 

sent as they had not heard from the property owner. 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed that the property owner had a history since 2009 of being billed in 

January.  Ms. Metwaly stated that they did not receive notice.  She suggested that the mail was 

misdirected to a neighbor's property, one of which was in foreclosure and another vacant.  She 
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commented that they often receive other neighbors’ mail.  She added that records should show 

they are typically early with their payments. 

 

Chair Wessling asked if there is support to rescind the recommendation. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-

MADDEN, IN CASE 12-40V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 

RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL RESCIND THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS 

ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

Housing and Zoning Coordinator Bennett clarified that this is a recommendation to Council that 

will be considered on November 20, and that the assessment has not been officially rescinded by 

the action taken tonight. 

 

7. CASE 12-43V – DENNIS M. HILL – 10861 KUMQUAT STREET – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 17) 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked for staff comment.  

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated the charges are for a first offense for parking off 

pavement and for half of the second administrative citation fine as the property come into 

compliance. 

 

Chairman Wessling requested confirmation that no correspondence was received after the first 

citation.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande confirmed that no communication was received 

after the first citation. 

 

Dennis Hill, 10861 Kumquat Street, stated he has a printout from Anoka County called 

Residential Guidelines to Community Standards and Ordinances.  He quoted that it states that 

two vehicles per dwelling may be parked on the side or rear yard off the driveway at least five 

feet from the property line.  He mentioned that it must be maintained in a neat and orderly 

manner and maintained with mowing.  He reviewed that this is for Anoka County.  Chairman 

Wessling stated that each city within the county has separate ordinances. 

 

Mr. Hill stated that they are still in Anoka County and that this does not make sense. 

 

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande confirmed that the property is in compliance. 

 

Chairman Wessling asked why it took two notices to come into compliance.  Mr. Hill replied that 

he moved one of the vehicles from the garage to work on it and that the work took a few days 

longer than expected. 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the timeline with staff.  He confirmed the first citation was on June 

28 and the compliance date was not met.  He noted that on July 17 the property was reinspected. 

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed that the property was in compliance on July 23 

upon reinspection for parking off pavement. 
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Chairman Wessling explained that communicating with staff would be helpful and would avoid 

these situations.  Commissioner Thorup reviewed that the new citation format includes the staff 

phone number. 

 

Chairman Wessling asked whether the charges have been reduced to $300 from the second 

inspection on July 9.  Housing and Zoning Coordinator Bennett reviewed that the first citation 

penalty stands, but that the second citation penalty amount is reduced by half if the property 

owner complies. 

 

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande confirmed that both citations were regarding one vehicle, 

not two. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-

MADDEN, IN CASE 12-43V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 

RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $600 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS 

ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

8. CASE 12-28V – NHIA YANG AND CHAO XIONG – 211 110
TH

 AVENUE NW – 

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 2)    

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked for staff comment.  

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed that the special assessments are for expired tabs 

for two vehicles.  She reviewed that upon reinspection only one of these vehicles was at the 

property and that the vehicle was not in compliance.  She reviewed that upon inspection after the 

second citation, neither vehicle was at the property so the property was considered to be in 

compliance. 

 

Nhia Yang, 211 110
th

 Avenue NW, noted that upon receiving the first notice for expired tabs on 

two vehicles, they purchased tabs for one cited car and also for a another car, a third vehicle not 

included on the citation.  She stated this vehicle also had a license plate starting with an N, which 

led to their confusion.  She commented that with the second notice they misunderstood and 

thought it was a first notice for the third vehicle.  She stated that upon receipt of both notices 

they purchased tabs the next day.  She reviewed that in the appeal letter they wrote about the 

three separate cars.  She commented that the property report makes reference to the car being 

removed from the property on reinspection on August 29.  She noted that the vehicle had not 

been moved and asked if the inspector actually visited the property that day.  She explained that 

if they had identified the Honda Civic as being the vehicle referenced in the first citation, they 

would have taken care of the tabs then. 

 

Chairman Wessling confirmed that three vehicles had expired license tabs. Ms. Yang agreed that 

they did not stay current on three vehicles and apologized.  She asked that the fees be waived, as 

there was a misunderstanding.  She showed a receipt from August 13 that indicated tabs were 

bought at that time after receiving the first notice. 
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Commissioner Rosand confirmed that Ms. Yang purchased tabs for two vehicles but that only 

one of those two vehicles was listed on the citation. 

 

Commissioner Spano-Madden reviewed that the effort to follow the letter of the law was applied 

but the spirit of the law was not met.  She stated that all vehicles should have had current license 

tabs. 

 

Commissioner Thorup stated that a call could have been made to staff.  Ms. Yang stated that she 

did not know to call because they thought they were addressing the issue with purchasing tabs 

for two vehicles, but that one of them was not on the citation. 

 

Commissioner Rosand confirmed that the tabs expired in November 2011 for one vehicle. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, IN 

CASE 12-28V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 

CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $600 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

9. CASE 12-42V – NEIL FLEAHMAN – 2137 109
TH

 AVENUE NW – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 16) 

 

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked for staff comment.  

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed that the case is regarding expired tabs.  She 

reviewed that in June the first citation was issued. She reviewed that the compliance date was not 

met so a second citation was issued.  She reviewed that upon reinspection the vehicle was in 

compliance so that fine was cut in half.  She reviewed that a $150 excessive use charge was for 

citations issued last fall. 

 

Niel Fleahman, 2137 109
th

 Avenue NW, stated that he did not receive the first citation and that 

upon receiving the second citation, he complied.   

 

Chairman Wessling noted the June 21 citation was not received by Mr. Fleahman.  He confirmed 

that the second citation from July 2 was received and asked Mr. Fleahman how he received it.  

Mr. Fleahman stated that he found the citation lying on the counter.  He explained that he is not 

sure how his roommate had handled his mail. 

 

Commissioner Rosand commented that staff has not reported an issue with delivery of the first 

citation.  She supported upholding staff recommendation to be consistent. 

 

Mr. Fleahman asked how citations are initiated for any property owner.  He referred to citations 

in general, such as long grass and expired tabs.  He asked how the $300 fine is determined. 

 

Chairman Wessling explained that they are expected to uphold the law. 
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Mr. Fleahman complained that the Board was not understanding and suggested that he does not 

fit with the Board’s “cookie-cutter world.”  Chair Wessling stated that is not true and this was 

not the place for that discussion. 

 

Mr. Fleahman complained that he is being charged $600.  Officer Coffee stated that it is time for 

Mr. Fleahman to leave the meeting. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-

MADDEN, IN CASE 12-42V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 

RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $750 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS 

ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

Chairman Wessling recessed the meeting at 8:35 p.m. 

 

Chairman Wessling reconvened the meeting at 8:45 p.m. 

 

10. CASE 12-27V – MARY KAY SMITH – 356 108
TH

 AVENUE NW – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 1) 

 

Chairman Wessling asked staff to review the background on the case.  He confirmed that Ms. 

Smith is not present.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed that the charge is for long 

grass.  She explained that two citations were issued and on reinspection, the property had been 

mowed.  She explained that two citations were issued to the property in the same growing season 

so half of the penalty of the later citation was charged. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, IN 

CASE 12-27V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 

CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $150 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

11. CASE 12-29V – JENNIFER GORDON – 12140 ZEA CIRCLE – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 3) 

 

Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed 

that the violation involved a large construction dumpster and that the property was monitored for 

many months and no construction or remodeling activity was noted.  She explained that three 

administrative citations were issued for the dumpster.  She noted that the dumpster was not 

removed until July 17, bringing the property into compliance. 

 

Commissioner Spano-Madden asked how long a dumpster can be on the property.  

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that a building permit must be issued.  She reviewed 

that the dumpster contained household items and not construction items. 
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Chairman Wessling noted that the property owner wrote that she only received one notice and 

then moved the container. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-

MADDEN, IN CASE 12-29V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 

RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $900 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS 

ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

12. CASE 12-32V– MATTHEW CROWDER – 2079 111
TH

 LANE NW – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 6) 

 

Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed 

that the first citation for $300 was for expired tabs followed by a second citation. She noted that 

on reinspection the vehicle was compliant so only half of the second charge was applied.  She 

commented that they sent the notice to the address on file in California.  She noted that if they 

know it to be a rental or believe it is a rental they send notice to the property.  She added that the 

vehicle was removed. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-

MADDEN, IN CASE 12-32V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 

RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $600 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS 

ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

13. CASE 12-34V – FERID HASIC – 422 84
TH

 LANE NW – SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 

OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 8) 

 

Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed 

from her memo that the property owner called to say he was moving on August 29.  She noted 

that police were called because the overhead garage door was open and unsecured.  It is standard 

for police to monitor for this.  She reviewed that they sent a letter to the property owner to make 

them aware that action was taken to secure the property. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, IN 

CASE 12-34V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 

CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $226 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

14. CASE 12-35V – LEE R. WOLFGRAM, SR. – 10022 LINNET STREET – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 9) 

 

Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed 

that there were previous assessments due to the property owner not obtaining a rental license 
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when other people lived at the property.  She reported that he was contacted to try and confirm 

whether relatives or other people were on site so they could issue a license.  She noted that 

another violation letter was sent earlier this year, which is when the $1,000 penalty was charged 

to the property. 

 

Chairman Wessling asked if there is a rental license on the property.  Neighborhood Coordinator 

DeGrande stated that there is no rental license at this point.  She commented that another citation 

has been issued, as he is not responding.  She stated that they are taking his word that his sister is 

living there and have given him extensions to get the homestead changed but he has not 

responded. 

 

Chairman Wessling asked about communication with the homeowner.  He asked whether he has 

been contacted by mail and by phone.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that both 

have been used. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-

MADDEN, IN CASE 12-35V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 

RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $1,000 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN 

ITS ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

15. CASE 12-37V – TERRY BELANGER – 11337 IBIS STREET – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 11) 

 

Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed 

that the penalty is for an expired license.  She commented that the license is due the first of May 

each year.  She commented that there was no response so another notice was sent out.  She 

reviewed that upon receiving the second notice the property owner came into compliance. 

 

Commissioner Spano-Madden asked why the second $300 was not charged.  Neighborhood 

Coordinator DeGrande stated that this was an oversight that the homeowner benefits from. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, IN 

CASE 12-37V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 

CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $300 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

16. CASE 12-39V – CINDY GLASER POA TO EUGENE BECKER – 456 113
TH

 LANE 

NW – SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 13) 

 

Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande commented 

that the property is vacant.  She confirmed that it is currently in compliance. 

 

Commissioner Rosand noted that the property is going into foreclosure. 
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Chairman Wessling stated that the property owner believes the property was targeted because it 

is vacant and that he does not see a reason to reduce the fine.  Commissioner Rosand commented 

that the property received a lot of attention from staff. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, IN 

CASE 12-39V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 

CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $1,490 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

17. CASE 12-41V – CHERIE WINCHESTER – 2241 COON RAPIDS BOULEVARD – 

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 15) 

 

Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed 

that the citation is a second offense.  She noted that the first citation is not being dealt with at this 

time.  She reviewed that the property is in compliance so half of the $600 fine is being charged. 

 

Commissioner Thorup commented that many vehicles take turns being parked at this property.  

She noted that the homeowner admits to having lost keys for one car. 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-

MADDEN, IN CASE 12-41V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 

RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $300 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS 

ENTIRETY. 

 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

18. ADJOURNMENT 

 

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, TO 

ADJOURN THE MEETING.  THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

Chair Wessling declared the meeting adjourned at 9:15 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Beth Bostrom 

Board of Adjustment and Appeals Secretary  



   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   1.           
Meeting Date: 12/06/2012  

Subject: Appeal of Hearing Examiner Decision, Case 12-44V, Scott Nellis, 10320 Grouse St

From: Cheryl Bennett, Housing & Zoning Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

The matter before you in Case 12-44V is an appeal filed by Mr. Scott Nellis, 10320 Grouse Street, of the hearing

examiner’s decision in the appeal of City of Coon Rapids administrative citations 45839-20632 and 45839-20633,

issued by staff on June 4, 2012.  This appeal before the Board is being conducted in accordance with City Code

Chapter 2-1100, Administrative Procedures and Penalties.  For your reference, Chapter 2-1100 can be found in the

attached materials as Exhibit 35-37 Page 9 through Page 13.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The procedure is different from previous appeals of staff determinations heard by the Board in which your

decisions are appealable to the City Council.  Decisions of the Board under the procedures set forth in Chapter

2-1100 are appealable to the Minnesota Court of Appeals under the Minnesota Rules of Civil Procedure.  A

suggested procedure for conducting this hearing was forwarded to the Board by my office on November 21, 2012,

along with material from Assistant City Attorney Douglas Johnson, including the City’s proposed Findings of Fact,

Conclusions of Law, and Order, and Memorandum of Law.  The procedure document, Suggested Procedure for

Conducting Nellis Hearing, has been extracted from the material sent earlier and is presented immediately

following this memorandum for your reference.

 

The Board should adopt a procedure for conducting the hearing.  Staff recommends the Board adopt the procedure

set forth in the attached document, Suggested Procedure for Conducting Nellis Hearing.

 

Next you will find, in order, the following documents to assist you in your deliberations: 

November 20, 2012, letter from Assistant Attorney Douglas L. Johnson to Scott Nellis (3 pages)

City of Coon Rapids Board of Adjustment and Appeals Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order (12

pages)

Memorandum in Support of Proposed Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order (27 pages, including

citations)

Notice of Filing of Additional Documents and Changes to Proposed Findings of Fact (1 page)

Respondent’s Notice of Witness Qualifications (2 pages)

Respondent’s Exhibits

ACTION REQUESTED

The Board of Adjustment and Appeals is requested to adopt a procedure for the conduct of the hearing as set forth

in the document Suggested Procedure for Conducting Nellis Hearing and, further, conduct the appeal hearing in

Case 12-44V, In re Appeal of Scott Nellis.

Attachments

Suggested Procedure for Conducting Hearing



11-20-12 Letter to Nellis

Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order

Memorandum

Additional Documents and Changes

Witness Qualifications

R3

R7

R8

R9

R12

R13

R15

R16

R19

R24-26

R27

R28

R29

R30

R31-33

R34

R35-37

R38



Suggested Procedure for Conducting Nellis Hearing

1. Call to Order.
2. Call the case of City of Coon Rapids v. Nellis.
3. Ask counsel for the City to identify himself; ask Mr. Nellis and his counsel (if present) to 
identify themselves.
4. Give brief description of the alleged violations.

Mr. Nellis is alleged to be in violation of Coon Rapids City Code on October 26, 
2011, when his property at 10320 Grouse Street in Coon Rapids was inspected. 
The two violations alleged are:

A. Maintaining an illegal home occupation in violation of City Code sections 11-
703 and 11-603(5) or 11-604(5); and

B. Keeping non-domestic animals, in violation of City Code sections 6-503(1) 
and 6-502(2).

Mr. Nellis was ordered to cease these uses and pay an administrative fine of $300. 
He appealed the order and had an informal hearing with the City’s hearing 
examiner. The examiner affirmed the order in its entirety on October 2, 2012. Mr. 
Nellis appeals that determination to this Board.

5. Mr. Nellis may now admit the violations, or deny the violations and proceed to a hearing. If he 
wishes to admit the violations, the Chair will ask for a recommendation first from the City 
Attorney, then Mr. Nellis or his representative, then deliberate on the appropriate disposition.

If Mr. Nellis wishes to continue to deny the violations:

6.  The Chair will give a brief description of the procedure to be followed for this hearing:

A. The City has the burden to prove, by a preponderance of the evidence, that 
these violations occurred on October 26, 2012.

B. Prior to taking testimony, the Chair will allow the parties to make opening 
statements. This is not the time to argue the case, but only for each party to 
indicate to the Board what it intends to offer by way of evidence as regards the 
allegations. A party may waive an opening statement. The City’s representative 
goes first, followed by Mr. Nellis. Mr. Nellis may also reserve his opening 
statement until he presents his case in chief.

C. The Chair will then swear all witnesses that may be called to testify in this 
case. Witnesses will be asked to stand, raise their right hands, and take an oath to 
tell the truth. A prospective witness will be deemed to be sworn in for the duration 
of the hearing, including any adjournments.
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D. The City will begin with its case in chief. It may call witnesses and offer 
exhibits to the Board to prove the violations. Mr. Nellis or his counsel may offer 
legal objections to evidence. The Chair will sustain or overrule any objections 
after hearing from both parties. If an objection to a question is sustained, a witness 
shall not answer it. Any evidence in the record to which the Chair has sustained 
an objection will be disregarded by the Board. Mr. Nellis will have an opportunity 
to ask questions of any witness called by the City.

E. When the City has finished its case in chief, it will rest its case on the record, 
and Mr. Nellis may proceed with his opening statement, if it had been reserved, 
then any evidence he may wish to offer regarding the violations. Again, this is a 
time for offering facts into evidence, not for argument. The City has the same 
right to object to evidence, with ruling by the Chair, and ask questions of Mr. 
Nellis’s witnesses.

F. When Mr. Nellis has rested his case, the City may offer evidence to rebut any 
evidence Mr. Nellis has offered.  When the City has finished, Mr. Nellis may 
offer sur-rebuttal evidence, but it must be limited to the City’s rebuttal.

G. When both parties have rested, the Chair will request closing arguments, first 
from the City, and then from Mr. Nellis.

H. The Board will deliberate on the violations. If it affirms either or both of the 
violations, it will issue an order and set a compliance date by which the violation 
or violations must be corrected.

Two other procedural notes:

I. If a party wishes to offer an exhibit such as a document or a photograph that has 
not been pre-sent to the Board and the other party, it will need to be marked by 
the Chair. Appellant’s exhibits shall begin with an “A” followed by a uniqe 
number such as “A-12.” Respondent’s exhibits shall begin with “R.” An exhibit 
must be shown to the opposing party or counsel before offering it to the Chair. 
The Chair will ask if there is any objection to the exhibit before receiving it.

H. This proceeding will be recorded by video equipment, so it is important not to 
speak when anyone else is talking, except to make an objection, and when 
speaking, to use good diction so if the hearing needs to be transcribed for appeal, 
the transcription can be accurate.

J. Parties and witnesses must direct all statements and arguments to the Chair, not 
to opposing counsel or witnesses, unless are asking a witness a question.

6. Motion to Adopt Procedure for Hearing should be entertained after either party has provided 
comment.

7. Conduct the hearing.
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A. Opening Statement from the City.
B. Opening Statement from Mr. Nellis (unless reserved or waived).
C. Swear all witnesses. (“All persons who may testify in this hearing must now 
rise and raise your right hands to be sworn. You do swear that the testimony you 
are about to give will be true, so help you God? Be seated.”)
D. City’s case in chief.
E. Mr. Nellis’s opening statement (if reserved).
F. Mr. Nellis’s case in chief.
G. City’s rebuttal (if any).
H. Mr. Nellis’s rebuttal (if any).
I. City’s closing argument.
J. Mr. Nellis’s closing argument.
H. Deliberation and Determination.

8. Adjourn.
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In re
Appeal of Scott Nellis
10320 Grouse Street N.W.
Coon Rapids, MN

File Numbers:
45839 20632
45839 20633

Respondent�s Notice of Witness Qualifications

Marc Nevinski 
Current Position: Community Development Director, City of Coon Rapids 
Field: Community Development 
Years in Field: 15 years in Community Development 
Education/Degrees: BS University of Wisconsin - Madison, 1996; MA Minnesota State 
University - Mankato 2000 
Certifications: Certified Economic Development Finance Professional - National Development 
Council 1998 

David J. Brodie 
Current Position:  City Attorney-City of Coon Rapids 
Field:  Municipal/Government Law 
Years in Field: 17 
Education/Degrees:  BA University of Minnesota, 1992, JD William Mitchell College of Law 
1995.
License:  MN Attorney License 1995 
Membership:  Minnesota State Bar Association, Anoka County Bar Association, Vice President- 
Anoka County Prosecutor's Association 

Leya Drabczak 
Current Position:  Housing Inspector 
Field Municipal / Reinvestment Division City of Coon Rapids
Years in field  6
Education:  BA St Cloud State University  
Certified Housing Inspector 2007 American Home Inspection Training Institute  

Desiree A. Toninato 
Current Position: C.O.P.P.S (Community Orientated Police and Problem Solving Officer, Coon 
Rapids Police Department, City of Coon Rapids. 
Field: Law Enforcement 
Years in Field: 20 
Education/Degrees: AA Rainy River Community College, 1987, BS Bemidji State University 
1989.
Certifications/Licenses: MN Post License, 1992-present, Child Passenger Safety Certificate 
2000-present.
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Board Member, Coon Rapids Police Association; Board Member, North Suburban Counseling 
Center; Board Member,  Minnesota Law Enforcement Exploring Association. 

Shannon L. Moen 
Current Position:  Fire Inspector/Fire Fighter, City of Coon Rapids 
Field:  Fire Service/EMS 
Years in Field:  16 
Education:  Graduate of Park Center Senior High 1988 
Certifications/Licenses:  Minnesota Fire Service Certification Board, ID# 1192, NFPA 1001 Fire 
Fighter 2, NFPA 1031 Fire Inspector 1, NFPA 1033 Fire Investigator, NFPA 472 Haz-Mat 
Technician, Minnesota Board of Firefighter Training and Education, License# 003323, 
Department of Homeland Security State of Minnesota Certified Emergency Manager. 
Other:  Member of North Metro Chemical Assessment Team, 2001-present; Member of Anoka 
County Fire Investigation Team, 2011-present 

Nicholas A. House 
Current Position: Firefighter/Inspector/Acting Captain City of Coon Rapids 
Field: Firefighting/Inspections 
Years in Field: 12 
Certifications/Licenses: NFPA 1033 Fire Investigator, National Fire Academy “Fire in the Single 
Family Residence”, 2012 Annual Conference for Building Officials, Bureau of Criminal 
Apprehension – Basic Fire/Arson Investigation. 
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